
Jeri Wnght 

Noveml)er 2, 2005 J : M  .4M 

JAN 2 6 zoo6 

FCC - MAILROOM 

Senator Kay Hutchism 
113. Scrratc 
284 Russell Senate Ofiicc Building 
Wrsliugton, UC 205 10-000 I 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Zluiversal Service CC Docket 96-45 

l h u  Sellator Hutchisou: 

I have serious coucenis regarding the Federal Communications Conunissious' (FCC) positiou to rlizulge the I Iuivcrs;d 
Senice Fuud (ITS@') collertiou methwi to a niouthly flat Ice. Many of your r.oustituents, iurlutliiig me, m y  fiieials. 
laruily and neiglibon, will be negatively impacted by Uic unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

.As you h i o w ,  IJSF is curreudy coUected on a revenuc basis. People who use more pay mort iuto the sysleni. I I  tlic 
FCC climges that system to a flat fee, that means ha t  someone who uses one thousand miuutes a tnoutli ollong 
distance, pays the same ammuit iuto the fuud as ~ o u ~ e o u r  who uses zero miuutcs o f  loug disl;urrc ii montl~. 
Constitucuts who use their limited resources wisely sliould not he penali;.ed SOT doing so. 

A tlaI lee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citlzcns 
and lowincome rcsidential and mal consumers, to give up their phones due to urianbrdable monthly iucreases on 
their bills. Shifting the hnding burden of the IJSF from high volume to lowvolume usen is ndical a i d  uuneressaq. 
In addition, it would have a higllly detrimental effect 011 small husiuesses all across America. 
'l'lic Keep IISF Fair Coalition, oiwtlich I 
nervslctters and up to date inlormation on their wclxite, ilrludiug liuks io FCC iuformatiou. Wiile I Gun a n x e  t l l i i i  

Icderd lau, docs uot require companies to recover, or "pass along" tlresc Ices to their custourers, the reality is that t l i q  

( I o .  A s  a cousurnci. I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a nunihcrs L;ucd, my service will cost 
IIKXC. AMI accordbig to the Coalitioii's reccut inectiugr with top FCC offici:ds, the FCC tias plans to ch.uige to :I 11at 
fee systcm souu and uithout legis1 a 1' ion. 

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to sprcad the word to my commuuit)-. I request 
you pass along my coucenis to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could dispropoitionately 
a l k t  those in your coi~stitucucy. 

~l'liiink you Ibr your r.rmtinued work aud I look foiward to hearing al~,ut your position on this lnatter 

Siucercly, 

.Icri N'iiglit 

a member, keeps me ioforuicd about tlic USF issue nit11 inoutlily 

rc: 
Tlic Federal Commuuiraticlus Commission 



I I I l'llonnlikc Rd , Philadelplia, PA 191 15.4019 

November 2, 2005 X:O2 AM 

Scmtos Kirk Saito~iii  
U.S. Senate 
51  1 Dirksen Seuate Ollice Buildiug 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Suljccr: Re: Federal-State Joiut Board on Univessal Service CC Docket 96-45 

1)e;u- Senator Santorum: 

I have scious concems regding  the Federal Commuuiratious Commissions' (FCC) position to diaqe the I :uivcrsd 
Sewivc Vuud (tISk1 rollection method to a moutlily k t  fee. Many of your constitucuts, including me, in); Iiieials. 
fainily aud neighbors, will be uegatively iinpartcd by the unfiir rhmge proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, 1 JSF is rurrerilly collected on a revenue basis. Pcople who use more pay inore iulo the system. lltlie 
VCC clmnges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone whn uses oue thousand miuutes a uiontli 0 1  long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as soincone who uses zero minutes of long distauce n month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely sliould 1101 be penalized Tor doiug so. 

A flat See lax could cause many lowvolume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizciis 
and low-iucome residentid aid rural ronsumers, to give up their phones due to unalfiinlable monthly increases 0 1 1  

tlieir bills. Shining thc liuundiug burden of the 1 ISF from high volume to low-volume users is iarliral and uunecess;uy. 
In :uLlition, il would have a highly detsimenLd etfect on sniall businesses all across Amerira. 
' l ' l s  Keep lISF Fair Coalition, ol'which I am a member, keeps m e  infbrmed about the 1 J 
newsletters n d  up to date information oil heir website, including links to FCC iul'otniatiou. While I alii awxe Illat 
ledcrd law does not require rompaues to recover, or "pass dung" these Sics to  tlicu custnrncrs, the rcality is that the) 
do. As a consumer 1 would like ensure I am rlrarged fairly. If.tlie FCC goes to a numbers taxed, m y  senice will cost 
more. h i d  arcording to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC nflicials, tlic ICC lias plans to  chauge 10 :I Ilat 
fee system soou and without legislation. 

I \rill coiihuc ti) monitor developments on tlic issuc and contiuue Io spread tlic word to my ro~nn~unity. I request 
you pass dong my coucenis to the FCC on my belidl; letting thein knimr how n 11;~ fee tu couhl rlispn~~~~~rtionnlcl) 
afiect those iu your coustituency. 

.l'liailk you fix your continued work and I look foiwxd ti) Irexing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Natalie Minkovskv 

cc: 
'l'lie Fc'cdcral Communirauous Commission 



Wonald Tkmont 
442 Nine MileTree Road, Gloversville. NY 1207X 

November 2,2005 12:09 'RM 

Representative John MeHugh 
U S ,  Slouse of 4epresentatives 
2333 Rayburn Slouse OffieeBuiIding 
Washington, WC 20515-0001 

Subject: T&: Federal-Stateloint Board on Universal Service CC9oeket 96-45 

Wear Representative Mdlugh: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federnl Cbmmunications Commissions' (FCQ position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (U%q collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, ineluding me. m y  frienda, family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impaeled by the unfair change proposed by the K%. 

fls you know, CIS? is currentiy collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  Ihe 
FCCehanges that system to a fiat fee. that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minules of long distance n month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

fl flat fee tax couid cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, 8en1or citizens 
nnd low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unafford8hle monthly increases on 
their hills. Shifting the funding burden of the USFfrom high volume to low-volume users is radical and unneeesswq. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across flmerica. 
The Hzep USFSair Coalition, of which I am B member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters 
and up to date information on their website, including links lo FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does 
not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these feea to their eustomcrs, the reality is that they do. qs a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charyed fairly. If the FCCgoes to a numbers taxed. m y  service will cost more. find 
nccording lo the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCCoffieiala, the FCC has plans to change lo a flat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue Io spread the word to m y  community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCCon m y  behalf, letting them know how a flat fee lax could disproporlionately sffeel 
those in your  eonslitueney. 

Thank $IOU for your  continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Si neerel y , 

Wonsld Fremonl 

ce: 
The Federal Communications Commission 



I JAN I 
FCC - MAILROOM 1 

bob johnson 
7 misty sliore drive , berlin, MD 2181 I 

Novernher 2, 200.5 7 3 0  AM 

Seuator l’aul Sarhaies 
11,s. Senate 
30!) Halt Senate Oflicc Building 
Wasllingon, 1 X  20510-0001 

Subject Re: I’ederal-St?teJoint Board on IJnivcrsal Scnlre CC Docket 96-45 

1)c;U- Scna10r S;lrl,anes: 

I trave serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to clrmge the 1 hiversd 
Semire Fund (IJSF) rollertion method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, inrluding me, m y  friends, 
family and neighbors, will bc negatively imparted by the unfair chaige proposed by the FCC. 

As you hiow,  IISF is currently collected on a revenuc basis. People wlro use more pay more into the system. lftlic 
I’CC changes that system to a flat fee, that means tliat someone wlio uses onc tliousand minutes a month of  long 
distance, pays the s i n e  amount into the hnd 
Constituents who usc their limited r~sourccs wisely slrould not be pnalizcd for doing so. 

A flat Scc t l z  could cause many low-volume long diskire users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citixiis 
i i d  low-income resideutlal and ~ r a l  cousumcrs, LO give up their plroncs due to unaRordable monhly i i neaxs  oil 

their I d s .  Shifting tlie funding burden of the IJSF from high volume to low-volume users is d i c a l  and unneressiy. 
111 addition, it would have a hghly detrimental effect oii small husinesses all across America. 
The Keep IISF Fair Coalition, of wlrich I am a member, keeps mc informed about the IISF issue with nronthly 
ucwslctters aid up to date information on their wcbsite, inrludiug links to FCC infomiation. \Vliile I alii awarc t l ~ t  
Icilcral law does not require companies to recover, or “pass aloiig” tticsc fees to  their customers, tlie i.eality is that tlicy 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. lftlre FCC goes to a numbers tawed, m y  sei-vicc %ill cost 
niorc. And according to tlie Coalition’s recent meetings vi th  top FCC ollirids, the FCC llas plans to change t o  a Ilai 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

1 uiU contiiiuc to monitor development. on tlic issue and continue t o  spread the word to my community. 1 request 
you pass along m y  conrenis to Ore FCC on my belldr, lctting tliern luaiw liow a flat lee tax could [lisl)r,)portioiiatel) 
allcct those in your constituency. 

1 hank you for your continued work and I look foiward to hearing about your position on this nmttcr 

Sincerely, 

bel) .joIinsoii 

someone wbo uses zero miuutes of long distilre a month. 

/. 

cc: 
TIC Federd Comnmunirations Commission 



Clarence Railey I FCC-MAILROOM I 
4502 Cod 'Brive , Louisville, KY40272 

November 2,2005 4:08 flM 

SenatorJim Bunning 
U h  Senate 
316 Wart Senate Office Building 
Washington, 'BC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-StateJoint aoard on Universal Service C%'Boeket 96-45 

'Bear Senator Bunning: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (SCG position to change the Universnl 
Service Fund (USq collection method lo a monthiy Jlat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, m y  friends. Iamily 
and neighbors, will he negativeiy impacted by the unfair change proposed hi1 the TCC. 

fls you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue hasis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
F€Cchanges lhat system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutas a month of ions 
distance, pays the same amounl into the fund  as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not he penalized for doing so. 

fl flat fee tax couid cau5e many low-volume long distance users, like students. prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, lo give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the UST from high volume lo low-volume User8 is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, il would have a highly delrimental effecl on small businesses all across flmerica. 
The G e p  USSFair Coalition. of which I am a member, keeps ma informed ahout the USF issue with monthly newsletters 
and up lo data information on their websile, including links to FCC informalion. While I am aware thal federal law doe5 
not require companies to recover, or"pass along" these fees lo their customers, the reality is that they do. 'Ps 8 

consumer I would like ensure lam charged fairly. If the TCCgoea to a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. Tlnd 
aecording to the Coalition's recent meetings with top ~C%officia~s,  the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue lo spread the word to m y  community. I request gou 
pass along m y  concerns lo the FCCon m y  hehaif, letling lhem know how a flat fee lax couid disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your posilion on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Clarence Qailey 

cc: 
The Federai Communications Commission 



Patricia Iswan 

November 2,2005 3:YL ,AM 

JAN 2 6 20% 

rr.r, - MAll ROOM 

Senator 9ianne reinstein 
U.S. Senate 
331 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, 9C20510-0001 

Suhjeet: Re: Federal-StateJoint Board on Universal Serviee CC9oeket 96-45 

gear Senator Feinstein: 

I have serious eoneerns regarding the Federal Communications Gmmissions' (FCC) position to change the Univer-sai 
Service Fund (USV collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, m y  friends. family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know, USF is currenliy collected on a revenue basis. people who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCCehanges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely shouid not be penalized for doing so. 

fl flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students. prepaid wireless users, senior eitirl?ns 
and low-income residential and rural consumers. to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the UST from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unneeessary. in 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across flmerics. 
Tne Kgep USF Fair Galition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about lhe USF issue with monthly newsiettern 
and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does 
not require companies to reeover, or"pass along" these fees lo their customers, the reality is that they do. fls a 
consumer I wouid like ensure lam charged fairly. If the FCCgoes to a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. flnd 
aeeording to the Coalition's recent meetings with top SCCofficials, the FCC has plans lo change to a flat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. I request you 
pass along m y  concerns to the TCCon m y  behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionateiy affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I iook forward lo hearing about your posilion on t h i s  matter 

Sincerely 

Patrieia Lewan 

ee: 
The Federal Communications Gmmission 



136 Ken). Court , Vacade, CA 95687-51 12 

Senator I>ianne Fcinstein 
U.S. Seiiatc 
331 Hart Serrate Oflice Building 
Washington, DC 205 10-000 1 

Subject: Re: Fedcral-StateJolnt Board on 1 Jniverd Servlce CC Docket 06-45 

I k a  Seirator Feinstein: 

I liavc senous conccrns qard ing  the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the Tlniversal 
Sclvlcc fund (1JSI.) collection method to a monthly flat fee, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed hy the FCC. 

As you hiow, ITSF is rurreritly collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into tllc system. 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, hat means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as soineme who uses zero minutes of long disburce a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalinxl for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users. like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaihdable monthly increases 011 

their bills. Shifting the funding burden ofthe lJSF from high volume to lowvolume users is mlicid and uimeccssaq. 
In addition, it would have a tughly detrimental effect on small busincsses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I an a member, keeps me iuformed about the 1 JSF issue with mmilhly 
newskuers and up to date infomation on their website, including links to FCC information. Whilc I ani awac that 
fcdcrd law does not require companies to recover, or “pass dong” tliesc lees to their customers, the reality is ( l m ~  they 
i lo .  As a consumer I w(iukl like ensure I a n  rhxged FUrly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, in). service d l  cost 
more. And according to the Coalition’s recent meetin@ with top FCC officials, the FCC lias plans to chailge t o  :I 11at 
k c  system soon and without legislation. 

I nil1 continue to inonitor developments on tlic issue and continue to spread the u’od to m y  cormnuuity. 1 request 
you pass aloiig m y  concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them how how a llat fee tax could ~ l i spr i~po~i~ina te l~  
affect those in your constituenry. 

1 hank you for your rontinued work and I look fowxd to Ilearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Maiv von N v c n  

M a l y  of your constituents, including me, my fiieials, 

lftlle 

,_ 

< < ’  
‘I I K  I’cdeial Coinmumcatmns Comimssion 



Marcella Fanah 

23 13ougainvillc Dr , Mexico, MO 65265 

November 2, 2005 7:55 A,M 

Senator Jim ‘l’alent 
1J.S. Senate 
493 Russell Senate Office Building 
Wasliin@oii, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Fedeial-State Joint Board on Universal Semice CC Ihckct 96-45 

Dcar Senator ‘Palent: 

I have serious coiiccnls regarding die Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to climge the llniversal 
Senice I‘uiid (USkl collection method to a monthly flat fee. Mamy of your constituents, irlcluding me, m y  ficnds, 
family and neighbors, will he neptively imparted by die unfir change proposcd by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. I’eoplc who use more pay more inlo tlic system. 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that mcam that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
ilistai~cc, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes oTIong distance a ~rioutl i .  
Constitucnts who use their limited rcsources wisely should not be penalized for rhiiig so. 

A flat lee taw could cause many Ionvolume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
a i ~ l  low-income residential and ~ r a l  consumers, to give up their phones due to turalfordable monthly illcreases on 
their bills. Shifiing the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and uunecessal);. 
In addition, it would have a &My detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
.llrc Keep LJSF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the IISF issue with nionthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their wehsite, including links to FCC uformation. Wl~ile I am awxc that 
federal law does not require companies lo recover, or “pass along” thcsc fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, m y  senice d I  cost 
1noi.c. Auil according lo the Coalilion’s recent meetings with top FCC officials, Ore FCC has plans to cliange to ii h t  
Ice system soon aid witlmut legislation. 

I d l  continue to inonitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my comrnuuity. I rcqucst 
you pass along m y  colicenis to the FCC on my behalf; letting them know tiow a flat fcc taw could ~ l i s ~ ) r o ~ ) o i ~ i ~ ~ i i ~ i t c l y  
:illect ~lanc ill your constitucncy. 

‘I3aiik you fur your contiuued work and I look forward to hcaing about your position 011 illis ~natrer 

Sincerely, 

Mxcclla I’armli 

If the 

vi.: 
‘l’lie Federal Cornmonicatiolls Commission 



I RECEIVED & INSPECTED 

Billy Mas6ey 

420 Bennett circle, Ciillsville, Cifl 30543-4211 

November 2, 2005 I:@[ TIPI 

Senatorlohnny lsakson 
U.S. Senate 
120 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, QC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: ~ederal-&tate)oint Board on Universal Service CC9ocket 96-4,5 

Qear Senator IsaKson: 

I have serious concerns regording the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCQ position to chanye Ihe Univel-sal 
service Fund (U5n colleetion method lo a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituenls. including me, m y  friends, family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know, US$ is currently eollecled on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCCehanges that system to a flat fee, lhal means that someone who uses one lhousand minutes a month of lony 
distance. pays the same amounl into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited re8ources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

fl flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, iike students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to yive up their phones due to unaffordable monthly inereases on 
their bills. Shijting the funding burden of the USFfrom high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, it would have a highly delrimenlal effect on small businesses all across flmerica. 
The U e p  USFSair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps m e  informed about the UhF issue with monthly newsletters 
and up to date information on their webeite, including links to FCCinformalion. While I am aware that federal law does 
not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these Jees to their customers, the reality is that they do. fls a 
eonsumrr I Would likr ensure I am char$pd fairly. If the FCC goes lo a numbers Wed. my service will cost more. 'find 
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCCofficials, the FCC has plans to change to a Jlat fee system 
soon and without legislalion. 

I Wil t  continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my communily. I request you 
pass along m y  concerns to the FCCon m y  behalf. letting them know how a Jlal fee tax could disproportionately affecl 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your conlinued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely. 

Billy Mansey 

ce: 
The Federal Communications Cbmmission 



keeiiannula - 
1124 112 fliiee SI.. Rothachild. WI 54474 I r- 

November 2. 2005 1:15 f4M 

Senator Russell Feingold 
US. Senate 
506 Tiart Senate Office Building 
Washington, 9C 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-StateJoint Board on Universal Service Cc9ocket 96-4.5 

Qear Senator Feingold 

l have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Camrnissions' (FCQ position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (U$r) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, ineluding me, m y  friends, Jamily 
and n&hbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

Ns you know, USF is currently collected on 8 revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. i j  the 
FCCchanges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance. pays the same mount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes  of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resource8 wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

TI flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential snd rural consumers. to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF Jrom high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across Nrnerica. 
The Mep USPFair Coalition. of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters 
and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law doe6 
not require companies to recover, or "psss along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. fls a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCgoes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. find 
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCCofficials, the FCC has plans to change to a fiat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I wi l l  continue to monitor developments on the i sme and continue to spread the word to m y  communily. I request you 
paas along m y  concerns to the FCCon m y  behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately aJJeet 
those in your eonptituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Leenannula 

ec: 
The Federal Communications Commission 



November 2.2005 559 TIM 

Qepresentativelohn Kuhl 
US. Slouse of Qepresentatives 
1505 Lanyworth Slouse Office Buildiny 
Washington, 9C 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-StateJoint Board on Universal Service CC9ocket 96-45 

Wear %presentative Kuhl: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Cbmmunications Commissions' (FCO position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your conslituents, ineluding me, m y  friends, family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. people who use more pay more into the system. If the  
FCCchanyes that system lo a flat fea that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes  of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

fl Jlat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-Income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordsble monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USFfrom high volume lo low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across flmerica. 
The Kmp U$F Fair Coalition, of whieh I am 8 member. keeps me informed about the US5 issue with monthly newsletters 
and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information, While I am aware that federal law docs 
not require companies to recover, or"pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. fls a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCyoes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. 'find 
according to the Cbalition's recent meetings with top SCCofficials, the FFC has plans lo change lo a flat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread Ihe word to my community. I requebl you 
pass along my concerns lo the FCCon my behalf. letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your conlinued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

&neere1 y, 

John Makowiec 

ee: 
The Federal Communications Commission 



November 2, 2005 7 3 3  AM 

Senator Kick S;ultonun 
I1.S. Scllalc 
5 I 1  IXrksen Senate Offire Building 
W';isliiugtou, DC 20510-0001 

Suhjert: Kc: FedcdState Joint Board 011 IJiuversal Selvice CC Docket 96-45 

Ilex Senator Santornm: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions (FCC) position to change the Ilniversal 
Sclvice Fuud KJSFj collertion method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, includiug me. m y  friends, 
Iinil); xid neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair chluigc pi.oposed by the FCC. 

As you know, IJSF i s  currently rollected on a revenue basis. People u h  use more pa); more into tlic system. It tlic 
FCC rhauges tliat system to a llat fee, that means hat soineoue who uses one thousand miimtcs a mnontli 0fIoiig 
distauce, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long dismice a mouth. 
Constituents who use heir limited resources wisely slmuld not be peualized for doing so. 

A llat fee t;m could cause many loru-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless uscrs, senior ritizens 
and low-income residelitia~ and rural consumers, to give up their phones due lo un~ordat i le  monthly illcreases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume uscrs is radical and unnecessa~y. 
111 addition, it would have a hiihly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep Il.71.' Fair Coalition, of which 1 a n  a member, keeps m e  iiifiirined almut the I JSF issuc with inontlily 
ucwslctters and u p  to date information ou their website, including links LO FCC information. While I ani aware that 
lcderal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I ani charged liirl);. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my senire will cost 
more. h i d  according to the Coalition's receut meetings with top 1'CC olticials, the FCC lras plans to  ctimgc to a llat 
lee systcm soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to in); community. I request 
you pass along m y  ronccrns to the FCC on my behalf, letting tlicm know h ~ i w  a flat fee tw could disproix,rtion;itely 
allert tliose in your constituency. 

Thank you [or your continued work and I look forwad to lieaing about your position on this inalter 

Siucercly, 

marylou gajdowski 

cc: 

'l'hc Fcdefirl Comnmuuicatims Commissioii 



- -  

8464 florence rd , douglasville, CA 30135 

November 1. 2005 5:43 PM 

Senator Johnny Isakson 
US. Senate 
120 Russell Senate Of f ice Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Isokson: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position t o  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many o f  your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that system t o o  flat fee, that means thot someone who uses one thousond minutes a month 
of long distance, pays the some amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes o f  long distance o 
month. Cocstituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for  doing so. 

A f l a t  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due t o  unaffordable monthly 
increases on their  bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume t o  low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, o f  which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up t o  date information on their website. including links t o  FCC information. While I am awore 
thot federol l a r  does not require companies t o  recover, or "pass along" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged foirly. I f  the FCC goes t o  o numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according t o  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the 
FCC has plans t o  change t o  a f lat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue t o  spread the word to my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a f l a t  fee tax could 
disproportionately a f fec t  those in your constituency. 

Thank you fo r  your continued work and I look forward t o  hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 

. .  
Clyde dailey ' , 

. _  , . , , . , , .,: 

cc: 
The Federol Communications Commission 



Suzana Doyle 

I72 high Rock Rd , Groton, CT 06340 

November 2, 2005 6:08 AM 

Senator Chris Dodd 
(1,s. Scuate 
448 Russell Semite Office Building 
W'asluugtou, 1)C 205 10-0001 

Subject: He: Federal-State Joint Board on IJniversal Senice CC Docket 9645 

Dear Senator llodd: 

1 have serious concerns regardiug the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) posiliou to clunge the LJnivcrsal 
Service Fund (USli) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my tncrals. 
f d y  a i d  neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, IJSF is cumeiitly collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I t  the 
FCC cliamges tlmt system to a flat fee, that means that someone wlio uses one tliousand minutes a montli oflo~ig 
dishnce, pays the same amount into the hiid as someoiie who uses zero minutes of long distaricc a montli. 
Coustitucnts who use their limited resowces wisely should not he penahzed for doing so. 

A llat fee tax could cause many lowvolume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
ani1 low-iucome resideritial and rural cousumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordablc mouthly increases 011 

their bills. Shifting the fuudiug burden of the IJSF fiom high volume tu low-volume users is radiral and umiercss;u)-. 
In addition, it would have a hehly dehirnencal elfect on small businesses all across America. 
' l l ~  Keep 1 JSF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps m e  informed about the I JSF issue with triorilhly 
Iicwdettcrs ;md up to date infoonnation on their websitc, including links to FCC iufoimatioii. While I arn aware tliat 
icileral law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is thal IIK~ 
do. As a consumer 1 would like ensure I am charged I i l y .  If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, m y  sewice will cost 

more. Arid acroriling to the Coalition's recent meetings with  top FCC officials, the FCC has plans 10 cliange to a flat 
lee system soon a i d  witlwut legislation. 

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and coutinue to sprcad the word to my coimnuuity. 1 request 
along my conreins to the FCC on my behalf; letting them know how a flat fee tax could dispropolli(,natel) 

:ilIect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work anid I look forward to lieaing about yow position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Suz;u1a Iloyle 

cc: 
r .  1 Ire Federal Communications Commission 



1 FCC - MAlLRCIOM endrew Isngemeicr 
1444 Co Rd. e ,  &crlbner, Ne 68057-1402 

November 2,2005 1:09 

Senator Ben Nelson 
U S  Senate 
720 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington. 9C 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-StaleJoint Board on Universal Service E9ocket  96-45 

gear Senator Nelson: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCQ position lo chsngr th% Unlvvraai 
Service Fund (USV collection method to a monthly fiat fee. Many of your conslituenls, including me, m y  jriends, Jamllg 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know, USF is eurrently collected on a revenue basis. people who use more pay more into the system. I f  the 
FCCchanges that system to a flat lee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not he penalized for doing so. 

fl flat Jee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior eitizens 
and low-income residentiei and rural consumers, to give up their phones due lo unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden 01 the USFfrom high volume to low-volume users is radical and unneeessdry. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental efJect on small businesses aii across flmerica. 
The Hgep USFFair Coalition, of which I am a member. keeps me informed about the USF issue Uilh monthly newsletters 
and up to date inlormation on their website, including links to FCCinJormation. While I am aware that federal law does 
not require eompanies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that lhey do. T?s a 
eonsumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCgoes to a numbers taxed, m y  service wlll cost more. '#nd 
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCCofficials. the FCC has  plans to change to a flat fee sys tem 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. I request you 
pass along m y  concerns lo the FCCon my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax eould disproportionately aJJecl 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sineerely, 

flndrew Langemeier 

cc: 
'The Federai Cbmmunications Commission 



Grace teddy 
2154 harriet , Inkster, MI 461414663 

November 2.2005 531 TIM 

Senator Carl Levin 
US. Senate 
269 Qussell Senate Office3uilding 
Washington, 9C 20510-0001 

aubiect: Re: Sederal-Stateloint Board on Universal Service CQoekel 9645 

wear Senator Levin: 

I have serious coneerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCQ position to change thz Universal 
Scrviee Fund (USiF) collection method lo a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, m y  friends. Jamily 
and neighbors, will be nesatively impacted by the unfair ehsnge proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know, USF is eurrently colleeled on a revenue basis. people who use more pay more into the system. If t h e  
FCCchanges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minules a month of long 
distance, pays the 5ame amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of tong distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

fl flat fee tax could eause many low-volume long distanee users, like students. prepaid wireless users, senior eitlzenR 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly inereases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USFfrom high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition. i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across flmerica. 
The Krep USF Fair Cbalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsietlera 
and up to date information on their websile, including links to FCCinJormation. While I am aware that Jederal law does 
not require companies lo recover, or"pas8 along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. Tls a 
consumer I wouid like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCgoes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. 'Pnd 
according to the Chalition's recent meetings with top FCCofJieials, the K C  has plans to change to a flat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I wili continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word lo my community. I request y ~ u  
pass along my concerns to the FCCon m y  behalf. lettins them know how a flat fee tax eould disproportionately alleel 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your eontinued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincere1 y, 

Grace teddy 

ce: 
The Federal Cornmunieations Cbmrnission 



Naney MeFall 

4104 Legion Qr , Covington, G'p 30014 

November 2,2005 i:.54 TIM 

Senalor Johnny lsakson 
U.S.  Senate 
120 Russell Senale OJfice Building 
Washinyton, QC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-Stateloin1 Board on Universal Service CWoeket 96-4.5 

Wear Senator Isakson: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCQ position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (UajR collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your eonstituenls. including ne. my friends, familq 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know. U6F i8 eurrenlly collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more inlo Ihe system. If the 
FCCchanges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund 8s someone who uses zero minutes of lony distenee a month. 
Constituents Who use their limiled resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

74 flal lee lax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users. senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers. to give up  their phones due lo unaffordable monthly increases a n  
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USFJrom hiyh volume lo low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on small businease5 all across flmerica. 
The Kmp USFFair Coalition. of which I am a member, kgeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsielt(irs 
and up lo date information on their Websile, including links lo FCCinformalion. While I am aware thal federal law does 
no1 require companies to recover. or "pass along" these fees to their cuslomers, the reality is that they do. 74s a 
consumer I Would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCyoes lo e numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. find 
aecordiny lo the Coalition's recent meetings With top FCCofficials. lh@ FCC h a s  plans to change lo a flat fee system 
soon and without legislalion. 

1 will conlinue to monitor developmenls on the i8sue and continue to spread Ihe word to m y  communily. i request you 
pass along m y  concerns lo the K C o n  m y  behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately aflecl 
those in yourconstituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward lo hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely. 

Nancy McVall 

cc: 
The Federal Communications Commission 



.-I__ _-_-_.I---- - - -  

November 2,  2005 8:O.l AM 

Senator I3ill Nelson 
(1,s. Scnatc 
716 Hail Senate Office Building 
Wasliiugion, 1)C 20,510-0001 

Subject: Ilc: Federal-StateJoint Board on Iluiversd Scnicc CC Ilockct 96-45 

I k a r  Senator Nelson: 

I Iiavc serious concerns regarding the Federal Connnuuicatious Commissions' (FCC) position to cllalgc the [lui~crsd 
Scnicc 1:unil (tJSI.7 collection metliod to a monthly flat fee. M u i y  of your constituents, iucluiliug me, m y  liiends, 
lnuily ;uaI neighbors, will be negatively imparted by the uul'air charge proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. ISthc 
FCC clranges that system to a flat fee, that meals that somconc who uses one thousand miuutes a mouth of loug 
&lance, pays the same amount into the fund a s  soineoue who uses zero niinutcs o T h g  distancc ;I I n o n t l i .  
Coustitucuts a110 use llieir limited resources wisely should not he penalized lor doing so.  

.4 llat Sec IW could cause m a n y  louwolume long diskmre users, like sludcnts, prepaid wireless users, senior cilbcns 
;md lowincome residential ;mid rural consumers, to give up their plioues due to unaffordablc monthly iucrcascs o 1 1  

tlicir hills. Shifting tlic luuding burdeu of the IJSF from high volume to low-volume users is ixliral aud unncccss:~). 
I n  addition, it would have a highly detrimental efTect ou small businesses d l  across hncrica. 
The Keep IJSF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps mc informed about the lJSF issue mith monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC infomation. While I am awasc that 
lcderal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customen, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a uumben taxed, my scnicc will cost 
niore. And arriiriling to the Coalition's recent meetings with top tCC offcials, the I'CC has plans to  cllmge to a flat 
Ice system soon ani1 uitliout Icgislatiou. 

I nil1 rontiuuc t o  monitor ilcvclopmcnh on the issue and continuc to spread the word to my community. I rcqucst 
you pass ; h u g  m y  c~mixm~s t o  the FCC ou my behalf, letting them know how a Ilat l'c  ax could Ilisl""l""iioilatcl) 
all& those in your constituency. 

1 liuik you for your coutinued work and I look lorward to he<xing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Victor I Pine 

r _  

cc: ,. I he I'cderal Communirations Commission 



Matthew Kroll 

Senator Kussell Feingold 
1 ;.s. Sellalc 
506 H ~ r t  Senate Office Budding 
Washing<on, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-state joint Board on [Jniversal SeMce CC Dorket 9645 

JAN 2 6 zaOs 
FCC - MAILROOM 

k. 

l)cnr Senator I’eingold: 

I lravc serious concenis regding  the Federal Communirations Commissions’ (FCC) position t o  cliangc ~ h c  I :nivcrsal 
Senice Fund (llS1;) colleclion method to a montlily flat fee. Many of your ronstitueuts, including nic, m y  liicnds, 
lamily and neighbors, will be negatively iinpacted by the unfair clra~igc proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, IJSF is rulrciitly collerled on a revenuc hasis. People who use more pay more into the system. I t  tlrc 
FCC cliarugcs that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one ttiousarid minutes a month ollolig 
distaurc, pays the Sane amount into the fund as someone wh<r uses zero minutes 01 long distncc a month 
Coiistitucnls who use their limited resources wisely should iiol be penalized lor doing so. 

A llat lee lax could cause mauy low-v&une loug distaire users, like students, prepaid wireless users, scnioi- ritizcus 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due t o  uialfordahlc monthly iiirreases 011 

their bills. Shifting the funding burden d t h e  IJSF Irom high volume to lowvolume uscrs is radic:d and unne 
In  addition, it w~iukl liavc a highly detrimental e k t  on small businesses all iirross America. 
‘l’hc Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I an a member, keeps me inlorincd about the lJSF issue with monthly 
newsletters a id  up to date infonnation on their website, including links to FCC infonnatiim. While I am aware ilial 
tc(lcral law docs not require comparucs to recover, or ”pass along” these tees to their cuslomers, the reality is ct~ai they 
do. As a consumcr I would like ensure I am charged f i l y .  If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed. m y  scnicc uill cosl 
more. And according to ttrc Coalition’s recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plruis to c h ~ c  to a flat 
lee system soon and without legislation. 

I uill contiiiue to monitor developmerib on the issue and continue to spread the word to niy communit~. I requcst 
you pass alour: my conccnis to the FCC on my behalf, letting them h~on how a flat fee tax could ~lis~~ropo~tiorra~cly 
affcct thosc in your mnstitucncy, 

‘l‘lrank you lor your continued work and I look foiivard to hexing about your position on this matter 

Siiscrcly, 

Malthcw Kmll 

rc: 
Tlic I’edcrd Communirations Commission 



Richard BurggraR 
5930 Ray Noiwood Rd. , Prince Frederick, M1) 20678 

Noveinber 2, 2005 6 5 1  rLM 

Seuator Harbara Mikulsh 
I1.S. Sciratc 
503 Hut  Semte Olfire Building 
M'asliiiidoii, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: He: Federal-Sl;itcJoint Board on Universal Senice CC 1)orket 96-45 

Dear Senator Mikulski: 

1 liavc serious conccms regding  the Federal Commuuicatioiis Commnissions' (FCC) positioii to climgc the Uiiivcrsal 
Seivice Fund (IJSE) collection method to a moirthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my fiieuds. 
liimily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the udi i r  r h i g e  proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, [JSF is cuneudy collected on a reveirue basis. People rrlio use more pay niorc iiito tlic system. Iltlic 
FCC cllanges that system to a flat fee, that lnCanS tlial soineone who uses onc t~rousand Iniuutcs a nio111h of iong 
distalice, pays the samc amount into the fund as someone who uscs zero minutes oflimg distmcc a ~iioutli. 
Coustitucuts wlio use tlicir liniitcd resources uisely sliould not be peiialized fix iloiug so. 

A flat See t . ~  could causc many lowvolume long distance users, like stufleirts, prepaid wireless users, senior citimis 
;ind low-income residential and mal consumers, to gve up tlicir pliones due to unaffordahle inoutlily increases on 
their bills. Slufiingthe funding burden ofthe lJSF from high volume to low-volume users is rndiral and unnecessary. 
111 addition, it would have a tuglrly detlimerital effect oir  small businesses all across h c r i c a .  
The Keep LJSF Fair Coalition, of which I mi a member, keeps me informed about the 1 JSF issue with nioiithly 
newsletters and up to date information on tlieir website, uicludiirg links to FCC iufoimation. While I am aware dial 
lederd law docs uot rcquire companies to recover, 01- "pass dong" these tees to their custolners, h e  reality is that they 
ilo. As a consumer I would like ensure I am cli:ugcd l i i r ly. If the FCC goes to a uunibcrs tared, m y  seivicc uill cnst 
inoi-e. And according to tlic Coalition's recent meetiugs uitli lop FCC ollicials, the FCC has plaus to clmiyc to il 11;it 
Scc systciii soou and without legislation. 

I tvill contiuuc to monitor dcvcloprneuts oil tlic issue aiid continue to sprcad the word io m y  couniiuiuty. 1 rcqiicst 
you pass aloiu. my conrems to the FCC on my behalf, lettiiy diem hiow how a 1Lit lee t z  could (lislin,po~ionalel) 
allcct tlrosc in your roustitueucy. 

Tliauk you fur your rontinucd work and I look forwad to heaing al)out your position 011 this niattci. 

Siucci.ely, 

cc: 
r .  1 Ire I'cderal Communications Commission 



I FCC - MAILROOM 
Roger Plamondon 
14,07 10th Ilacc South , Birmingham, AI. 35205 

Novenibcr 2, 2005 833 A M  

Senator Richard Shelby 
I1.S. Senate 
I 1 0  Hart Seiiatc Offire Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Suhject: Ke: Federal-State Joiut Board on Uruvcrsal Seivire CC l k k e t  96-45 

Dc;u Senator Shelby: 

I l ~ a ~ e  serious roncerus reppdiug thc Vccdel-;d Cominuiii~atioiis Commissions' (FCU Inisition t o  r l ~ m g c  tllc I ;111 

Scnice Fund (ITSF) collertioii mctliod to a irioirtlrly llat See. Many of your constituents, i~irluiling me, m y  fiicials. 
hnily and neighbors, will be ncFatively impacted by the unfair charigc proposed by the FCC. 

As you hiow, LJSF is cumenlly couerted on a reveuue basis. People who use more pay more iuto the system. 
VCC changes that system to a flat fee, that meails h a t  someone who uses one thous,md minutes a month nfking 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Coustituerits who use tlieir limited resources wisely should nnt be penalized for doing so. 

A flat Sic tax rould cause inany low-volume long distance users, like studelas, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
;ual Inw-iucomne resiilcutial arid rural cousumers, to give up their phoues due to unalli~nlahlc monthly iucrcases on 
thcir bills. Shifting the fundiug burden of the I JSF from high voluuie t o  low-volume users is iadical arid unnecessary. 
111 ail~litiou, it would have a h~&ly detliruental effect nu small businesses all arrnss America. 
Thc Keep IJSF Fair Coalition, of whirl1 I an a member, keeps m e  iuforuietl about the USF issue ivitli nlnnthly 
rsivslctters m i l  up to date information on their wclisite, includiug links to FCC iuhrmation. Uliile I alii aw;ue that 
Sederal law does not i.equire companies ta recover, or "pass dol$ these fees to their customers, the reality is that tltey 
do. As a coiisumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, m y  sewice d l  cnst 
more. And arrording to the Coalition's recent nieetings with top FCC offirials, the FCC has plaris to ch;uige to  a flat 
fee system soon arid without legislation. 

I d l  continue to monitor developments on the issue arid continue to spread the word to my romnrunity. I request 
you pass along my conrenis to the FCC on m y  b e h a ,  letting them hiow how a llat fee tax could ilispropoiii~~natcl~ 
allcct those ill your constituenry. 

'l'hank you lor your cnutiuucil work .and I look foiward to hearing about your positioii ou this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Kogccr Plainondon 

cr: 
The Federal Conunuuirations Commission 

11 thc 



November 2, 2005 821 AM 

Se~i;it(ir Gcorgc Allcu 
I1.S. Senate 
204 Russell Senate Oflicc Budding 
Washington, DC 205 10-0001 

Suhject: Re: Iklernl-State Joint Bvard on Ilnirersal Selvicc CC Docket 96-45 

l)car Scnator Nlerr: 

I h;wc serious conrenis regarding tlic Federal Comnnn~ications Commissioiis' (I'CC) position tu cliange tlie I :nivcrs;il 
Senire Fund (USlj) collection method to a monthly tlat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my lnends. 
family and neighbors, mill be neptively imparted by the unfair c l i u ~ e  proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, IJSF is currently rollerted on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into tlie system. I l  tlrc 
FCC clcuigcs that system to a flat fee, that means that someone whi) uses one tlrousand minutes a inontli of long 
distance, pays the sane aniount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes ol long distance a month. 
Constitueuts u.110 usc thcir limited resources wisely should not be pcnalizcd lor doing so. 

A llat Ice kw could rausc inmy low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, scnior cilixciis 
and low-income residential arid rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordahle monthly inri-eases 011 

tlreir hills. Shilling the funding hurclcn of the IJSF from high volume t o  low-volume users is radical arid u n n c c e s s ~ ~ ~ .  
111 addition, it would have a highly detrimeutal effect on small busincsscs all across America. 
'l'hc Kccp IISF Fair Coalition, of whirh I am a member, keeps me inC&ned about the USF issue with nwuthly 
newsletters arid up to date information on thcir wcbsite, includiug links to FCC information. While I ani aware that 
fcdcral law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reahty is that ihcy 
do. As ii consumer I would like ensure 1 am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a uumbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalitiods rcccnt meetings with top FCC oflicials, the FCC has plans to change to a Ilat 
Cec system soon and witliout legislation. 

I w1U continuc to monitor developments 011 the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request 
you ~ i a s s  along my concenis to the FCC on m y  hellall; letting them know how a flat lee tax could (lispropoiikiiiatel~ 
nftcct those in your constituency. 

Thank you h r  your coutuiued work and I look f(irward to heahg about your position on this mattcr. 

Sinccrcly, 

JoBeth Brown 

cc: 
'l'lle Fetlcral Cominunications Commission 
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I FCC-MAILROOM I 
Connie Boone 

501 West Main S t ,  Decherd, TN 37324-3617 

November 1.2005 5:38 PM 

Senator Lamar Alexander 
US. Senate 
302 Hart Senate Off ice Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-Stote Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Deor Senator Alexander: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method t o  a monthly f lat fee. Many of  your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that system t o  a f lat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
of long distance, pays the some amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of  long distance a 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized f o r  doing SO. 

A f l a t  fee tax could cause many law-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and.law-income residential and rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due to  unaffordable monthly 
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of  the USF from high volume t o  low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. I n  addition, it would have a highly detrimental e f fec t  on small businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair CootiTion, of which I am a member, keeps me informed obou: the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up t o  date information on their website, including links t o  FCC information. While I am aware 
that federal law does not require companies to  recover, or "pass along" these fees to  their customers, the 
reality is that  they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes t o  a numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC has plans to  change to  a f la t  fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to  monitor developments on the issue'and continue to spread the word to  my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns to  the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a f la t  fee tax could 
disproportionately a f fec t  those in your constituency. 

Thank you f o r  your continued work and I look forward to  hearing obout your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Connie Boone 

cc: 
The Federal Communkotion3 Commission 

. . .  



10.5 1,ucille street , Glcnshaw, PA 15116 

Sciiator Rick Santorum 
( 1 3 .  Scnatc 
5 I I Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washinfiton, DC 20510-0001 

Suhjcct: nc: Federal-State Joint ni)& ou ITniversd Scnlcc CC Dockct 96-45 

Dear Scriator Smloiuni: 

1 Imve serious concenB rcgadiiy: the Federal Communications CommissiouS (FCC) position to change the I Iuivcrsd 
Senice Fund (ITSF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. 
family and neighbors, will he negatively impacted by the unfair clrange proposed by the PCC. 

As yon know, IJSF is cumently collected on a revenue basis. Peoplc who use more pay more into the systeni. 
FCC cl iaqes that system to a kat fee, that means that someone who uscs onc thousaid minutcs a month of long 
distance, pays thc same amount into the fund as somconc who uses zero minutes of long distancc a mouth. 
Couslilucnts wlio usc thcir limited rcsourccs wisely should not bc penalized fix doiiil: so. 

,I llat k c  tax could cause i n m y  low-volume long distance users, like students, prepid wireless users, senior citizens 
a i d  lowincome residential aid ~ r a l  consumers, to give uli thcir phoues duc tu uiGdtirr&lable mn~intlily iiicrtxses on  
their bills. Shifting the fialing burden ofthe [ISF from high volume to low-vdurnc uscrs is mlical and niuici 
111 addition, it would lidvc a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
‘llie Keep lJSF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps ine informed alxiut the USF issue with moiitllly 
iiewslcttcrs aid up to date infoniratiori on tlieir website, including links to FCC infomation. While I ani ayl‘arc that 
tederal law does not requixe companies to recover, or “pass along” these fees to their rustomen, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am rlrarged f ~ r l y .  If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my senice \%ill cost 
~u(irc. h i d  according to the Coalition’s recent meetings nitlr top FCC offkids, the FCC has plaus lo change to ii Ilal 
k c  system soon and without legjslation. 

I will continue 10 inonitor developments oil the issue and roirtinue t o  qircad tlic word to  m y  co~iiniuiiity. 1 request 
you pas along my conccnis to the FCC on m y  behalf, letting them know how a flat fcc tax could dis~”.oportion;itel! 
afTcrt those in your constituency. 

‘Itlank you for your continued work ar id  I look fowad  to l i eaug  about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Knmeary 

Many of your constituents, including nic, my lnc~als. 

Ifthc 

cc: 
‘Ilie I’cdcral Conuuunicxtions Commission 



4850 Taro View Rd. , Leesburg, FL 34748 

November 1.2005 5:39 PM 

Senator Bill Nelson 
US. Senate 
716 Har t  Senate Of f i ce  Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Nelson: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position t o  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to  a monthly f la t  fee. Many o f  your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that system to  a f lat fee, that  means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of  long distance a 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for  doing so. 

A f l a t  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due to  unaffordable monthly 
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden o f  the USF from high volume to  low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary, I n  addition, it would have a highly detrimental e f fec t  on small businesses a11 across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, o f  which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to  date information on their website, including links to  FCC information. While I am aware 
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to  their customers, the 
reality is that  they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes to  a numbers 
taxed, my service will cast more. And according to  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC has plans to  change t o  a f l a t  fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to  monitor developments on the issue and continue to  spread the word to  my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a f l a t  fee tax could 
disproportionately a f fec t  those in your constituency. 

Thank you fo r  your continued work and 1.look forward t o  hearing about your position on this matter, 

Sincerely, 
. ,  

Norma Tarnowski 

.. , . .  . . , .  
cc: 

', , .  The Federal Communications.Copmissioq .. . . ,  ... 
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